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OCA/USPS-T2-1. Please refer to your testimony at pages 7 and 9, footnotes 11 and

18, and the testimony of witness Seckar (USPS-T-2) in Docket No. MC88-1.

a. Please explain the significance of, and the rationale for, your decision to “make
no assumptions about MOL volume allocation between sites.”

b. Does your decision produce superior results to that of witness Seckar in Docket

No. MC98-1? Please explain.

OCA/USPS-T2-2. Please refer to your testimony and the testimony of witness Seckar
(USPS-T-2) in Docket No. MC98-1. Please identify any assumptions or methodological
approaches in your testimony that are different from the assumptions made or
methodological approaches used by witness Seckar in Docket No. MC98-1 (other than
the assumption identified in OCA/USPS-T2-1, above). Please explain the significance

of, and your rationale for, any changes identified.
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